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Ms. Dianne Huffman
U.S. EPA Region VII
725 Minnesota Avenue
Kansas City, Kansag

Dear Ms. Huffman:

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) Hazard,ouswaste Program (Hwp) tras received your comment let,ter dated.ranuary 19, 1993r corrc€Ening the draft preliminarlr Assessment(PA) for silvanus products, rnc., ste. Genevieve, Missouri. The
MDNR is in general agreement with the contents of this conment,letter, and tras submitted a let,ter (see attachment) to ilacobsEngineering Group requesting that these comments be incorporatedinto the final pA report.
There is, however, one comment, in your letter which the !ID![R didnot feel was appropriate for t,he RFA at this facility. This
comment concerned sampling at point ,t!!, on figrure F3 of the draftPA report. The MDIIR did not feel that a sampring visit wasappropriate for this Location because the area in quest,ion iscovered with concrete, and there was no physical evidence whichindicat'ed the likelihood of a release in tLis area. your commentletter stated that:

"one of the three inlet,s to this system is rocated closeto Area of concern "A", and. one inlet is rocated close to
sltlMu No. 2. Because of the proximity of the inlet,s tottrese areasr ?rrd, when consideration is given to past
hazardous waste management practices at this facility,
EPA recommends Bome ty?e of environmental sampling nearthe discharge point of this system. "

According to observat,ions made during t,he on-sit,e visual siternspection (vsr) at Silvanus, the MDIIR and Terracon did not noteany ptrysical evidence which indicated a release from StttMU #2. Inaddition, the small hydraulically oil-stained area near the aircompressor hose did not appear to be capable of creating acontaminationprob1ematpointltM.ltFina11y,itwou%
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that any potential releaee to this area would not have impactedt,he soils in t,his area becauee of the concrete that exist-s at itr"bottom of the drainage area.

This project is a Federal Fiscal year Lggz state/EpA
Agreement (SEA) commitment, and the MDIIR needs EpA gruidance aasoon ae possible to complete thie proJect. rf there are anyquestions, or if you would Like to reichedule the conference call-that was original-ly scheduled for March 30, 1993, please contact
me at (314) 751-3126.

Sincerely,

WASTE PROGR.ATI

eene A. williams
Environnental Engineer

Gw:ji

c: Mr. Dave Doyle, U.S.
Mr. Bob St,ewart, U.S

EPA Region VII
EPA Region VII
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l[a. Debra Cooper
.facobs Engineering Group
10901 west 84th Terrace, SuiEe 210
Irenexa, KS 662L4

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The Missouri Department, of Natural Resources (I[DtlR) and ttre u.s.Environmental Protection Agency (EpA) Region VII have compl.eted acoordinat,ed review of t,he d.raft report entitled ,,Envirorunental
priorit,ies rnitiat ive Preliminary Asaessment-silvarrus products,
rnc." (PA report) dat,ed Oct,ober of L992. The following commentsare being provided for incorporaEion into the final pA report.
COMMENTS:

Page Es-1, paragraph 4 discusses t.he ". RcRA-permitted
trazardous wast,e storage area. " since Ehis area was notpermitted, please change E,o st,at,e that the area waa an
"interim sE,at,us hazardous waate storage area.,, Algo in the
same paragraph, it states "Missouri oepartment of Natural
Resources (MDIIR) assigned Georgia-pacif ic,s Missourigenerator rD number to silvanus, pending approved closureof the permitted area. " please delete this sent,ence
because the area was never a ,'permitted area. ,, In
addition, the MDIIR assigmed Georgia-pacific a generator
number, but. it is not "pendingr,' ort ttre closure of the unit.

r-2 rt shourd be mentioned that print,ing and siLk screening ofpaper products occurred at the silvanus facility. This
should be discussed in the execuE,ive sumnary as werl as the
main body of the report. secEions of t,he report, where this
shouLd be menEioned include page Es-l, paragraph 3 i r,age 2,section 2.3, paragraph 1; and page 3, section 2.4,paragraph 1.

1

ir\d 3. A series of figrures showing t,he history of building
configrurat,ions and buil-ding entrance and exit point,s wourd
be beneficial in identifying past waste management areasthat are now covered over with concrete, new building

a)t,
Recycled paper
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Cooper

e:<pansions, etc .
report.

rf possibLe, please include-in the final

Page Es-1, paragraph 5 st,ates t,hat four grourfd*ater werteare located ,,. within one-quarEer mile eouth of t,hesite and dorrngradient. " rt is not, cl,ear wtret,trer ttre word
downgradient, refers t,o the fact, t,hat the welIs are locat,ed
downstream in relation to t,he Mississippi River, or wtret,herit refers to downgradienE, in the aense that they are
located hydrogeologically downgrad.ient,. If they are
located hydrogeologically downgradient, from the siLvanus
site, what inforrnation is Ehis based on? please crarify.
Page 2, section 2.2, paragraph 1 discusaes the dimensions
of the silvanus site. The reporE, staLes that the site
measures ". 264 feetr €dgt to west,r of the north
end . . " According Eo f igrure 3 in the appendix of thereport, Etre eaat E,o we8t, dimension ie approximaLely 264
feet at t,he widest poinE., not. t,he northern most limit of
the sit,e. PLease clarify the diecrepancy.

Page 2, section 2.2, paragraph 2, f irst aentence: tshe term
"d.owngradient" is usually used to refer to the direction ofgroundwater f10w. rts would be more appropriate to del-ete
this term from the texE, and replace it with the term1r(lowrlrr or tt downward. "

Page 3, section 2.4.L, paragraph 1, fourth sentence: the
reference to the solid wasEe nanagement unit, (swMt ) #5
should be changed to SWMU #6.

Page 4, section 2.4.L, paragraph 4: the report st,ates that,during an 18-month period silvanus purchased, 3,'ls7 pounds
of lead for the production of linot.tpe sJ.ugs, and that
3,460 pounds of lead were recyc}ed. since the report has
present.ed these quantities of lead, it, should expand on the
usage and management of lead by Silvanus. For inst,ance,
the difference in t.he anount, of lead purctrased and the
amount recycled could represent: 1) linotype slugs that
are produced and retained by t.he facility, 2) a consequence
of the 18-month time period selected, or 3) the generation
of a significant quantity of waste lead, the management of
which shouLd be addressed. in t,he pA report.
Page 5, section 2.5, paragraph 4, second sentence:
reference 30 does not appear to be the correct reference
for the information presented in Chis senEence.

5

4

6.

7.

9.

.r I-r

10. Page 6, sect,ion 2.5, paragraph 6, first sent,ence:
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11.

L2.

13.

reference 35 does not. appear to be the comect referencefor the information presented in Ehis Bentence.

Page 6, section 3.1, paragraph 1 and figrure Fa1: It, iestated that the four municipal water supply wells arelocated within a distance of one-quarter mire of thefaciLity. The water wells that are Mr. Rogrer Wood
mentioned in the report, could be located very crose to theSilvanus facilityr ond the report should stale the locbtion
more precisely. At, a minimum, the locations of themunicipal water supply werls should be shown on figure F-1.
The report also states that, the four water supply welLs
operated by the city of ste. Genevieve are downgradient ofthe site. The report should clarify what is meint by theterm "downgradienC,, (see comment #6 above).

Page 6, section 3.1, paragraph 2 d.iscusses the MDNR,g
computerized database. please mention that, this databaseis administered. by MDNR's Division of GeoLogry and r,and
Survey (DGLS). fn addition, it would be beneficial to not,ethat the indicated. water wells were completed in
unconsolidated mat,erials .

Page 7, section 3.3, descripE,ion of the Karst plain
contains a tlpographic error in E,he third sentence.

Page 7, section 3.1, paragraph 3 discusses wastewater
issues. According to our records, the city J.agoons were
destroyed by a flood in 1986 and are no longer inexistence. The oxidation ditch is located closer to town.Please clarify.
Page 10, section 4.tz urban KLein,s name is spelled wrong.

Table 2, sr{MU #1: descriptions of the nature and quantity
by weight of the wastea managed at, this s$tMU should beclarified. For example, the pA report states in table 2that t,he storage area herd drums containing ,,wasEe solvent
and ink-stained rags,, (under heading SWMU Description),while it also stat.es that the drums held ,,cleaning solvents
and print,er inks', (under heading Wastes Managed) .

Table 2, swMU #2: the separate summary of recommendaE,ionsincluded with the pA report recomnend.ed trrat silvanusprovide secondary containment for this swMU. There exists
t,he possibility of a release occuring from the drums sincethe drums are exposed. through t,he chain-Iink fence
surrounding E,he SvitMU (photo *7, , and access to the site ie

,! L4.

15.

16.

L7-
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18.

not, controlled (page 2, section 2.2 of the pA report,).This recommendation should be emphasized in the separateconclusions and recommendations included with trre pe
report. i

Table 2 and t,abIe 3: when appropriat,e,
Identification numbers shouLd be used.

EPA Hazard,ous wa8te

19. Table 2, slltuU #4 and *5: several issues should, be resbtved
concerning past and present waate management practices atthese s$tMU's. These issues include the following,
A. Descriptions of the nature and quantity by weight of the

wast,es managed at these SIrllIU's should be clarified. For
example, Ehe PA report states in table 2 ttrat t,he dnrmsare used Eo accumuLate ,,contaminat,ed cleaning rags,,(under heading SwMu Name), while it also states that the
wastes managed are "cleaning solvenE,s and printer inks,,(under heading waste Managed). on page 3 of the pA
report (section 2.4.L, paragraph 2) it is st,at,ed t.hat
excess ink is placed in the drum.

B Table 2 of the PA report st,ates Ehat furl drums of wasE,efrom ShIMU's *4 and #5 are grenerat,ed every eix months;
trowever, two Hazardous wast,e Manifest forms and a 1og,
included. in Appendix G of the pA report, indicate th;generaE,ion of 822 pounds of t,his wast,e during the period
from Marctr 17, L992, through April 30, LggZ, a period ofapproximately six weeks (assuming removal of allpreviously accumulated wast,e on March 17, L9g2). Theweight of the wastes (two drums weighing 657 pounds
removed on April 30, L992) indicat,e t,he likelihood of asubstantial quantity of liquid wast.es being managed with
ShIMU's *4 and #5. FurEher, the Safety-Kleenpre-quaLificaEion evaluation for the ',waste rags,,
describes the physical state of the waste as a ',paste',(appendix H of the pA report). The pA report shouldclarify t.he physical nature of ttre wasEest.reams managed.with these S!{MU, a.

c TabLe 2 of the PA report states that s$tMU,s #4 and #5
began operation in L992, and that prior to tggz these
wastes were disposed as part, of the "general refuse
wastestream. " The pA reporE should address t.he
management and disposal 0f this waste prior to Lgg2,including the location of the disposal area for the
"general refuse waat,eatream.,,

D. silvanus shouLd determine t,he chemical composition of
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20.

2L.

'22.

l

any liquid wastes nanaged at S$tMU,a #4.and #5,
Eome inks can contain toxic subst,ances.

since

TabLe 2, S$MU Number 5: t,his SWUU acta as a ,collectionpoint for several sources of waete photographic fixer and,deveroper solutions. EpA has noted several issues that,should be resolved with respect to the wastes managed with
SI{MU #6. These issues include t,he following:
A. The safety-Kleen pre-eualification EvaluaEion for thiswaste (included in Appendix H of the pA Report)

classified rhe wasEe as RCRA D0O1 (ignitable) due to
"oiL." rt is important to not,e that photographic fLxersolut,ions tlpically become ,,spent,', when the silvercontent exceeds from 2 to 6 grams/liter, or at evengreater concenE,rations if anmonium thiosuLfate is usedin the solution (as is the case at Silvanus; see
Safet,y-K1een, Mr. Roger Wood pre-eualification waateanalysis for the waste fixer/developer sorution in pA
Report Appendix H). The report should recornmend thatsilvanus adequat,ely det,ermine the chemical compositionof its waste fixer/developer solutions, since wastephotographic fixer may cont,ain high concentrations ofsilver, which is a RCRA hazardous waste (D011) at
concentrations greater than 5 *g/I (AO CFR 5261.24).

B. In rable 2 of the pA Report, the dates of operation ofthis swMU.are listed as L992 t,o present. untir the endof 1991 this wasEe was discrrargea to the sanit,ary sewer.rn sumrnarizing past wasEe disposal pract,ices, tnL pa
should det.ermine if sirvanus not.ified the operators ofthe wastewater treatment, plant of this practice.

Table 2, SWMU #7 & #8: t,he waste produced by the parts
washers is petroleum naphEha, RCRA hazardous waste Dool(ignitability). rn Table 2 of the pA report, it is stat,edt,hat t,he dates of operation for Ehese swuu,s were Lgg2 topreaent, and that prior Eo Lggz these wastes were disposedaa Bart Of the "greneral refUSe waSteStream. " The pA reportshould discuss the past waste management practices of thespent petroleum naphtha, including t,he location of thed,isposal area for the "general refuse wastestream.,,

General comment: The former location of the incineraEor isa swMU and should be addressed as suctr in the report.
General- comments: The primary concern with the silvanusfacility is with past hazardous waate management, practices
as detailed in the preceding cornments. euestionalte

l

23.
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24.

25.

hazardous waste nanagenent and disposal has apparent,ryoccurred, and since t,he facility has been in continuouaoperation since L927 it, should be determined how and wherepotent,ially large volu.mes of hazardoua wastee were
disposed

The PA Report, states in section 2.4.2 on page 4 that vinyl
and paper scrap is aent, to the county landfilI; it shouldbe determined. if thie constitutee the disposal practic'e forthe "general. refuse waetestrean,, referred to roi ttre waat,epetroleum napht,ha and the waste cl.eaning rags and ink.
ApproximaEely one third of the phot,ographs pregent,ed in
Appendix B are not referenced in the text. rf applicable,please reference as nany phot,ographs as possible in thetext.

26. EPA/MDNR concurs with the Summary of Recommendations that,
were included in the pA Report, except for t,he
reconrmendation for soil sampling at, Aoc A. EpA does notbelieve this recommendat,ion is appropriate as it is not
known if t,he oil is a hazardous waste or cont,ains hazardous
constituenEs. The recommendation should be changed to
f irst determine the composition of the oil. The faciliE,y
may be abLe to obtain this information from Ehe
manufacturer of oil.

27. It appears that anottrer solid wast,e management unit (St{Mtr)
exists at the site that was not discussed in the report,.
The dumpster at the rear of the building near the load,ing
dock should. be cLassified aa a SWMU.

The EPA/MDNR appreciated the opportunity to work with you on ttredraft PA report. rf there are any questiona or comments, please
contact me at, (314) 75L-7266.

SincereLy,

S WASTE PROGRAM

At I
Gene A. Williams
Environmental Engineer

GAw: j i
c: Dianne Huffman, U.S. EpA, Region VII

Sout,heast Regional Office


